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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) S Claim(s) 1-20 is/are pending in the application. 
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5) Q Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) g] Claim(s) 1-20 is/are rejected. 
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Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) ^ The drawing(s) filed on 14 June 2001 is/are: a)[3 accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Priority 

1. Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d), which 
papers have been placed of record in the file. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1, 2, 4, 9-11, and 16-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Chari et al. U.S. 6,553,416. 

Referring to claims 1, 9, and 16, Chari et al. disclose a network using SNMP (col. 

4. lines 41-50) comprising: storage means for storing information to be managed by a 
management machine (col. 7, lines 25-30); determination means for determining 
whether or not the information stored in the storage means should be sent to the 
management machine on the basis of the information stored in the storage means (col. 
3, lines 21-23); and transmission means for sending the information to the management 
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machine when the determination means determines that the information should be sent 
to the management machine (col. 7, lines 30-35). 

Referring to claims 2, 10, and 17, Chari et al. disclose reception means for 
receiving an information transmission request from the management machine such that 
the transmission means sends the information to the management machine in 
compliance with the transmission request received by the reception means (col. 3, lines 
16-18). 

Referring to claims 4, 11, and 18, Chari et al. disclose information stored in the 
storage means is MIB information (col. 9, lines 26-30). 

Referring to claim 19, Chari et al. disclose the computer belonging to a network 
apparatus and the information to be managed is machine conditions of the network 
apparatus (Fig. 1, col. 5, lines 24-37). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 3, 5, and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Chari et al. U.S. 6,553,416. 

Referring to claim 3, Chari et al. disclose storage means is a single hardware for 
storing information related to the respective functions to be managed by the 
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management machine (alert manager 202 of Fig. 2, col. 8, lines 29-32). Chari et al. 
does not disclose expressly a network having at least two of a copy function, an image 
scan function, an image print function and a facsimile function. Chari et al. disclose 
having printers and other peripheral devices connected to the network (col. 1, lines 48- 
51). Official Notice is taken that it is well known and obvious in the art for copiers, 
scanners, printers, and fax machines to be connected to a network. The motivation for 
doing so would have been to allow many users share access to scanners, printers, and 
fax machines. Therefore, it would have been obvious to obtain the invention as 
specified in claim 3. 

Referring to claims 5 and 12, Chari et al. disclose a network and having printers 
and other peripheral devices connected to the network (col. 1 , lines 48-51), but does not 
disclose expressly a copy-facsimile machine and the information stored in the storage 
means relates to machine conditions of the copy-facsimile machine. Official Notice is 
taken that it is well known and obvious in the art for a copier/fax machine to be 
connected to a network. The motivation for doing so would have been to allow many 
users share access to a copy-facsimile machine and a copy-facsimile machine is a 
generic type of peripheral device. Therefore, it would have been obvious to obtain the 
invention as specified in claim 5 and 12. 

6. Claims 6, 8, 13, 15, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Chari et al. U.S. 6,553,416 as applied to claims 5 and 12 above, and 
further in view of Allen et al. U.S. 5,404,532. 
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Referring to claims 6 and 13, Chari et al. disclose a network monitoring system 
but do not disclose expressly the determination means determines that the information 
should be sent to the management machine when a particular part in the copy-facsimile 
machine should be replaced with a new one. Allen et al. disclose determining that 
information should be sent to the management machine when a part needs to be 
replaced (Fig. 2, col. 3, lines 49-63). Chari et al. and Allen et al. are combinable 
because they are from the same field of network monitoring systems. At the time of the 
invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to alert the 
management machine of Chari et al. when a part needs replaced. The motivation for 
doing so would have been to notify a person capable of replacing the part needed to 
allow the device to perform correctly. Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine 
Allen et al. with Chari et al. to obtain the invention as specified in claims 6 and 13. 

Referring to claims 8 and 15, Chari et al. disclose a network monitoring system 
but do not disclose expressly the determination means determines that the information 
should be sent to the management machine when a serious event occurs in the copy- 
facsimile machine. Allen et al. disclose determining that information should be sent to 
the management machine when a significant occurs (Fig. 2, col. 3, lines 49-63). Chari 
et al. and Allen et al. are combinable because they are from the same field of network 
monitoring systems. At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art to alert the management machine of Chari et al. when 
a significant event occurs. The motivation for doing so would have been to reduce the 
communication workload by only sending a notification when it is necessary. Therefore, 



Application/Control Number: 09/882,577 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2624 

it would have been obvious to combine Allen et al. with Chari et al. to obtain the 
invention as specified in claims 8 and 15. 

Referring to claim 20, Chari et al. disclose a network monitoring system but do 
not disclose expressly the computer determines that the information should be sent to 
the management machine when a particular part in the network apparatus should be 
replaced with a new one. Allen et al. disclose determining that information should be 
sent to the management machine when a part needs replaced (Fig. 2, col. 3, lines 49- 
63). Chari et al. and Allen et al. are combinable because they are from the same field of 
network monitoring systems. At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to 
a person of ordinary skill in the art to alert the management machine of Chari et al. 
when a part needs replaced. The motivation for doing so would have been to notify a 
person capable of replacing the part needed to allow the device to perform correctly. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Allen et al. with Chari et al. to obtain 
the invention as specified in claim 20. 

7. Claims 7 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Chari et al. U.S. 6,553,416 as applied to claims 5 and 12 above, and further in view of 
Yamazaki et al. U.S. 6,400,466. 

Referring to claims 7 and 14, Chari et al. disclose a network monitoring system 
but do not disclose expressly the determination means determines that the information 
should not be sent to the management machine when a user is able to repair a trouble 
in the copy-facsimile machine. Yamazaki et al. disclose determining means capable of 
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determining whether a user is able to repair a peripheral device (Fig. 5, col. 10, lines 9- 
13). Chari et al. and Yamazaki et al. are combinable because they are from the same 
field of computer networking with peripheral devices. At the time of the invention, it 
would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to determine whether a 
user can repair a peripheral device and alert the system if they cannot. The motivation 
for doing so would have been to reduce the communication workload by only sending a 
notification when a device cannot be repaired by the user. Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to combine Yamazaki et al. with Chari et al. to obtain the invention as 
specified in claims 7 and 14. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Peter K. Huntsinger whose telephone number is 
(703)306-4088. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Moore can be reached on (703)308-7452. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



PKH 



